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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 06/1 8/08 with respect to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 
24,41, and 48 (regarding the newly added limitation s indicated in claim 1) have been 
fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Ito 
(US 6,990,334). 

Regarding claim 48, Applicant's remarks, page 9, related to the thickness of the 
portable device. This argument is not found persuasive. Please refer to the rejection of 
claim 1. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 24-34, 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fajkowski (US 5,905,246) in view of Suzuki et al. (US 4,479,995) and further in 
view of Ito (US 6,990,334). 

Regarding claim 24, Fajkowski teaches a portable device, comprising: a device body 
that has a switch (see figs. 2-5; col. 13, line 37 to col. 14, line 54. In this case, the 
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Transfer key 45 reads on the switch of the present invention. In addition, coupon card of 
Fajkowski has a thickness of a conventional credit card.); memory for holding device 
information; a processor for processing instructions and computing data (see fig. 5, col. 
3, line 50 to col. 4, line 16); and reception electronics for receiving wireless signals (see 
fig. 5, receiver 15). 

However, Fajkowski does not mention that the portable coupon card, having a 
thickness of a conventional credit card, has a thickness less than 0.8 mm. Suzuki, in an 
analogous art, teaches a formed plastic card, containing a magnetic strip, maintains a 
relatively thin total thickness (approximately 0.7 to 0.8 mm) that can be used as credit 
cards equipped with magnetic stripes and high optical transmission density which is 
required for positional recognition of the card (see abstract; figs. 1-3; col. 2, lines 25- 
42). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time of the in invention was made to provide the above teaching of Suzuki to Fajkowski 
for the purpose of obtaining better positional recognition of the card due to high optical 
transmission density as taught by Suzuki. 

Still regarding claim 24, Fajkowski and Suzuki do not mention that the reception 
electronics comprising an acoustic reception unit. Ito, in an analogous art, teaches a 
wireless acoustic device capable of wirelessly receiving music from a server, 
transforming the musical data so that it would sound better, storing and recording the 
received music in its memory (see Summary of invention; figs. 1,2, and 14; col. 18, lines 
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1-45. Also see entire document for clarification.). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skilled in the art at the time of the in invention was made to provide the above 
teaching of Ito to Fajkowski and Suzuki for the purpose of improving the output of the 
music when replay it. 

Regarding claim 25, the combination of Fajkowski, Suzuki and Ito teaches the reception 
electronics includes decoder electronics for extracting broadcast information from the 
wireless signals (see Fajkowski, col. 9, lines 3-39). 

Regarding claim 26, the combination of Fajkowski, Suzuki and Ito teaches that the 
processor stores broadcast information in memory (see Fajkowski, col. 3, line 50 to col. 
4, line 16). 

Regarding claim 27, the combination of Fajkowski, Suzuki and Ito teaches the wireless 
signals are received from consumer electronics (see Fajkowski, col. 13, line 37 to col. 
14, line 54). 

Regarding claim 28, the combination of Fajkowski, Suzuki and Ito teaches a display on 
the device body for displaying alphanumeric characters (see Fajkowski, fig. 2, item 3). 

Regarding claim 29, the combination of Fajkowski, Suzuki and Ito teaches the display is 
a liquid crystal display (LCD) (see Fajkowski, col. 8, lines 1-16). 
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Regarding claim 30, the combination of Fajl<owsl<i, Suzul<i and Ito teaclies tine 
processor is capable of displaying the broadcast information on the display (see 
Fajkowski, fig. 4b). 

Regarding claims 31,32, the combination of Fajkowski, Suzuki and Ito teaches the 
portable device of claim 1, further comprising: transmission electronics coupled to the 
switch that emit a wireless signal when the switch is activated (see Fajkowski, figs. 2-5; 
col. 13, line 37 to col. 14, line 54). 

Regarding claim 33, since Fajkowski teaches digital communication, it is obvious that 
the transmission electronics must encode the broadcast information in the wireless 
signal before emitting (also see entire document of Ito). 

Regarding claim 34, the combination of Fajkowski, Suzuki and Ito teaches the 
broadcast information is a redeemable coupon (see Fajkowski, fig. 5, col. 3, line 50 to 
col. 4, line 16). 

Regarding claim 41, the rejection of claim 24 is herein incorporated. In addition, Ito also 
teaches downloading, recording and playing of audio files (see Summary of invention; 
figs. 1, 2, and 14; col. 18, lines 1-45. Also see entire document for clarification.). 
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3. Claims 35-44,42,56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fajkowski (US 5,905,246) in view of Suzuki et al. (US 4,479,995) and further in 
view of Kim (US 2006/02291 14). 

Regarding claim 35, the combination of Fajkowski and Suzuki, as mentioned above, 
teaches the limitations of claim 24 but does not disclose a wireless signal file is an 
acoustic signal. Kim, in an analogous art, teaches wirelessly downloading audio files 
from one device to another so that the other device can play the audio files (see claim 
58). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to introduce 
the above teaching of Kim to Fajkowski for the purpose of providing user with 
convenient way of obtaining audio files from a close distance. 

Still regarding claim 35, Fajkowski, Suzuki and Kim do not mention that the wireless 
signal file is an acoustic signal. Ito, in an analogous art, teaches a wireless acoustic 
device capable of wirelessly receiving music from a server, transforming the musical 
data so that it would sound better, storing and recording the received music in its 
memory (see Summary of invention; figs. 1,2, and 14; col. 18, lines 1-45. Also see 
entire document for clarification.). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skilled 
in the art at the time of the in invention was made to provide the above teaching of Ito to 
Fajkowski and Suzuki for the purpose of improving the output of the music when replay 
it. 
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Regarding clainns 36, 55, the combination of tine combination of Faji<owsl<i, Suzul<i, Kim 
and ito obviously teaches the acoustic signal is an ultrasound acoustic signal (see Kim, 
claim 58). 

Regarding claim 37, the combination of the combination of Fajkowski, Suzuki, Kim and 
ito teaches the wireless signal is radio frequency (RF) signal (see Kim, claim 58). 

Regarding claim 38, the combination of the combination of Fajkowski, Suzuki, Kim and 
ito teaches the wireless signal is a magnetic signal (see Kim, claim 58). 

Regarding claim 39, the combination of the combination of Fajkowski, Suzuki, Kim and 
ito teaches the reception electronics includes recording electronics for recording the 
acoustic signals received by the receiver electronics (see Kim, claim 58). 

Regarding claim 40, the combination of the combination of Fajkowski, Suzuki, Kim and 
ito teaches transmission electronics coupled to the switch that plays the recorded 
acoustic signals when the switch is activated (see Kim, claim 58). 

Regarding claim 42, the claim includes the limitations as that of claim 40, and therefore 
is interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 40. 

Regarding claim 56, the rejection of claim 24 is herein incorporated. 
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4. Claims 48-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fajkowski (US 5,905,246) in view of lto(US 6,990,334) and further in view of Logan et 
al. (US 7,058,376). 

Regarding claim 48, the rejection of claim 24 is herein incorporated. However, 
Fajkowski and Ito do not mention searching for content on a server, comprising steps: 
receiving an audio sample; accessing a database of a plurality of audio files; and 
comparing the audio sample with a selected plurality of audio files to find a match. This 
limitation is taught by Logan (see Logan, col. 18, lines 40-53). In this case, since the 
user can connect to a server, it is obvious that this server can be an Internet server. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to introduce the above 
teaching of Logan to Fajkowski for the purpose of being able to provide user with 
access to a server for audio files. 

Regarding claims 49,50, Logan also obviously teaches that when the server delivers the 
audio file that matched the request audio sample, the delivered audio file is well known 
to attach a URL. 

Regarding claim 51, the combination of Fajkowski, Ito and Logan teaches method of 
searching for content on the Internet, comprising steps: sending a request to conduct a 
search based on a recorded audio sample; and receiving a response based on the 
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request (see Logan, col. 18, lines 40-53). In addition, the request audio sample sent by 
mobile must obviously be recorded before being sent to the server. 

Regarding claim 52, the rejection of claim 51 is herein incorporated. 
Regarding claims 53,54, the rejection of claim 49 is herein incorporated. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MINH D. DAO whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7851 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, MATTHEW ANDERSON can be reached on 571-272-4177. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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